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of | Hereas there hack lately come: forth a Book; en 
N>! $), 5 deayouring to give Reaſons ſhewing the-Neteſſity 
Or \P/Qy of Reformation of the Publike Doftrine, - offered to 
FY Ji 2 | the Conſideration of the Parliament by arvers Mini- 
PIE ters of ſundry (ounties in England; : being T have 
PEN I. hitherto-confſtantly believed the -Publique Do- 
Erie] -our ir Church to bs true and: Orthbllox;'and Eg often 
bleſſed'God for continuing me in; the Faith profeſied-amongſt 
us fincethe Reformation, Tdid reſolyero examine impartially, 
ar my firſt;leifure, the Reaſons rb to. ſhew the Neceſ= 
ry.of Reforming tharDoctrine: ::- -- 
IVE ing (liar Part:of the Buok; which dt of; ukiis ſubs 
jects: with ſome dilf ens. I found -no£L any'Oue Reaſon which 
rould'in the leaſt perſwade.me;that theres any fach Necefficy 
of Reformation of the publique Doctrine of: our Church;:and 
os B conſe. 
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conſequently did reſolve, notwithſtanding whar is yet broughr \Þ. 
to the cy , to continue in the Faith which I baye hitherto WW bj. 
. profeſſed; and not to repent of my Sublicription to the Articles  agfi08 8 


. " '» 
th I 
i (OBS 


of the Church of England. 

After this private ſatisfaction of mine own Conſcience, en. 
tring into a Ethos conſideration,that it is an undoubred diſpa- 
ragement of anyDoctrine to be in a Neceffity of being reform. 
Fo 3” fearing leſt ſome,if not of the Parliamenrt,to whole CON- 
fideration the Reaſons are offered,yet of the Feople,for whoſe 

| Inſtruction they are publiſhed, —_ hereby conceive ſome 
finifter Opinion of the Doctrine of our Church, I thoughr it 
not unfit-to give a publique account of my priyace thoughts 
concerning this particular. =_ 

But, left any man may imagine that this writing of one Mi- 
niſters pea” others might hinder that Union of all Parties, 
which, as at all tinges, ſo eſpecially at this, is to be wiſhed and 
embraced, I ſhall begin with this unfeigned Profeſſion, that I 
do heartily and earneſtly defirea full compliance, concurrence 
and union, with ſuch perfons as thoſe Miniſters who offer the 
Reafſans profeſſe themſelves to be; thatis to ſay, ſuch as truly 
andunfeignedly will make good thoſe words, | /t & far from 
eur thoughts to oppoſe or d;ſparage Orthodox Doitrine, a well compo- © 
ſed:Litnrcy, Rites for —_— order, Ordination of Munſters, 
Apeftolical Epiſcopacy, or Rules of Diſciphne, We are for all 
theſe with truth, and againſt rigid impoſitions which may debar @ Chri:; 
Patrof any liberty allowed him by Chriſt. 

Ard left this Publication might any way become, or be 
choke guilt of ; hindering or retarding that ſo much expected 
anddefired Union, hiverefolved to nfe my Pen with fuch 
Þrotherly temper and Chriſtian moderation, as that there come 
not fromme any provocation,or the leaſt Reflection cither up- 
ontheir Perſous, their Parties or Perſwaſions ; applying 
{elf wholy and ſolely to a due examination and orderly diſcul< 
ftbn of their :Rex/ans, weighing and trying whether they have 
inthera-any force to inferre 'the pretended Concluſion, and in 
 _ calerheyprovenotof that validity, diſcoyering and declaring 
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Now 


Deftrme of the (hurch of England, 
Now the Propofition 'or Concluſion proponnded and tebe 
proved by them,according to the Title of their Book;atid Front” 
of the farſt Parr, is this. There #© a N eceſſity of the Reformation. 
of the Publique DoFtrine of the Church of England. This Propo- 
{ition I confeſſe-to be the opinion of ſome men ; for it is the 
Tenerof the Church of Rome, and I am afſwi:d that there is 
not one Papiſt who doth.not reſolutely maintain it:: bur thar it 
is, or eyer was, fince the Reformation of the Church and Con- 
firmation of the Articles,the Opinion of the Aſmiſters of ſundry 
(counties in England, ſtill profeſſing themſelves Miniſters of the 
Church of England, I never yet underſtood. 
| To this Propoſition they haye added an Appendage in theſe 
words, . Reputed to be (but indeed not) eftabliſhed by Law. Which 
Addition muſt be conſidered in the laying down or fixing the: 
Concluſion, to ayoid all manner of miſconception. Inorder 
whereunto, in the firſt. place, I ſhall lay down this Afertion - 
Whether the. Prubhque Dotrine be eſtabliſhed indeed by Law, or whe- 
ther is be Reputed onely' to be eſtabliſhed, there is no Neceſſiy of ihe | 
' Reformation of #.: And the reaſonof this Aﬀertion in relation” 
ro the Appendage or Addition is clear; becauſe the adding of - 
theſe words Eſtabliſhed or . Repmred can have no_ influence at all 
upon the Reformation: of the Doctrine, For if the Publique' | 
Doctrine be-indeed eſtabliſhed by Law, as it-is reputed, the' 
eſtabliſhment by Law cannot put it. into-a Neceflity of Re-: 
formation; becauſe no Doctrine'can be'the worſe by a Legal: 
eſtabliſhment : if. the Publique Doctrine be- onely Repured to- 
be eſtabliſhed by Law,and be indeed not eſtabliſhed, the Nan- 
eſtabliſhment may-pur- it in' need of a Confirmation; hurt can 
pur upon' it no.-Neceſliry-of 'Reformation becauſe rhe"rruth; 
of the Doctrines of Religion dependerhr not upon the Legall 
a. : oo EE 1 Ck 3 ENG COTS IR 1: 


| There is therefore a neceſſity of diſtinguiſhing. theſe two. .. 
. conceptions of Reformation,and Confirmation.of the Pabli ue 
. Doctrine. They are not mere induftrioyfly confounded/irr their” 

| Treatiſe, then they muſt be' carefully diſtijignifhed'tn pur Ap- 
{wer. Wherefore I ſhall make my oppoſition diffinct, and de- 
liver it in two Concluſions, the one oppoſed to the pretended 
B3; Neceſhty 
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© ,” Nb Neceſtity of Reforming 
Neceflity of Reformation, the other to the objected wantof 
Confirmation. Of *the tarſt I ſhall treace re.olvediy as a Die * 
vine, to whom it properly appertains.to ſpeak of The: ag1call 
Doctrines, and ſhall take the ieave earncitly to contend tor the 
Faith of .the Church ; of the other I ſhall ipeak-with all reve- 
rence and {ſubm:ſhon to. the Learned in the Laws, who under- 
ſtand the force of them better then I can wich uny modeſty pre= 
tend to do. EE  - 
Our firſt Concluſion then is. this. There is no Neceſſity of a 
Reformation of the Pubique Dottrine of the Church of England. 
This I here preſent by way of negation,oppoling it to their af. 
firmation, not deſigning here to prove it, but only to vindicate 
the truth of ir from their objections, and to ſbew the invalidity: 
of ' their Reaſons. . gs TS 
They begin to lay the Foundations of their Reaſons thus. 
The Publique Doftrme of the Church of England, as it is common-. 
ly received and inſiſted upon, is ſaid to be contamed.m the 39. Arti- 
cles, &c., Whereit is to be obſerved, Firſt, that it is not ſaid,: 
All the Publique Doctrine of the Church is contained in the. 
39. Articles. Secondly, that whatſoever Publique Dactrine. 
of the Church is. not contained in the 39. Articles, is not ſa, 
much as pretended to be in a Neceflity of Reformation. .So. 
that if there be any Publique Doctrine not contained in the. 
Articles, as1 conceive they will confeſle there is, that Doctrine. 
is not onely clear from. all their exceptions, but will ſerye alſo. 
to inyalidareſomething of them when they are brought againft. 
the reſt. Ee | 
Their Reaſons framed againſt the Publique Docrine con- | 
rained. inthe Articles are laid upon two Foundatious, upon the 
Doubtfulneſſe and the Defecciveneſle of it ; more Reafons of. 
a Neceſſity of Reformation they pretend nor to. . For' thus 
they aflume, But theſe Aricles are both Doubtifull and Defe. 
&rve.. Firſt they endeayour to prove them Doubttull at large ; 
and when they bave done Sa the Doubtfulneſte, they pro= 
ceed immediately to the Defectiveneſle, which having hand- 
led mnch more briefly they conclude their Treatiſe of the. Do 


IS 


* Doftrine ef the Church of England. 
_-* As'to their Reaſon grounded: on: their firſt Foundation it 
” muſt run thus; Whar, oever .5 doubtful is I eceſſurily to be reformed, 
| But the'Dottrine coittuned 14 ihe 39. Articles is doubifull,.. There- 
ore the Dotttine contai;ed in the 39. cirricies:is neceſſarily to be re- 
formed. _ The Major Propoſicon is not by them -expreſſed ; 
neither is chere any thing offered for the Proof or credit of it : 
Andyet in ſome ſenſe it may:certainly. bedenied,, ' But that, is. 
. nor ſo materiall. 'The yery Minor Propofitian, upon, which-the. 
Reaſon mainly depends; hath no. formall:Proof. annexed to its 
For in ſtead ot proving'the Doubttulneſs of the Doctcine con- 
rained in them, (which can be the only pretence in this caſe of 
a Necefli:y of -Reformationiof Doctrire,)che Dqubtfulneſs of 
the Contirmarion of the-Arricles is onely, inſiſted, vpon,: in the 
two firit fin. om rhe Declaration of. his Late Majeſty xo.. 
{arok is rehearied inthe 3. Paragraph. :'The fad conſequences 
of the Continuation and Confirmation of that Declaration are 


been confirmed by Parliament,though t e Declaration 10. (a- 
rol; prefixed to the Articles were of evil conſequence, though 
the Taking away of-that Declaration would not give fatisfacti- 
on'if the Miniſters beſt: tied ra Subſcription,yer it followeth 
not from: any-or from all of theſe that the Doctrine contained 
in the 39. Articles is doubtfull, For the Certainty of . the Do- 
ctrine dependeth neither upon the Confirmation of the Parlia- 
ment, nor the Declaration of the King. - 'The Doctrine CON- 
tained in the Articles was agreed upon, declared and ſerforth,, 
ſome' years-before the* Act of Parliament. of the 13. of Ev7. 
many years before the Declaration of K. Charles of bleſſed me- 
mory.” If the Dectr:ne were donbrfull after the Act and De- 
claration, it was doubrfull before ; if it were not doubtfull be- 
fore it cannot be doubtfull after, becauſe it is the ſame Doctrine 
both before and after, ' and neither rhe Acr nor the Declaration 
js any part of the Doctrine or Articles, Here'is no pretence.of 
| any ® 
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any Doubtfulneſle in the Arncles in tberaſelyes antecedent.to 
the Act and Declaration,and independent of them. Butunleſle 
| = prove the Publique Doctrine it ſelf to be doubrfull in ic 
ſelf, they bring nothing atall to prove a Neceſlicy of aRefor. 
mation of it. f | 
According to the foundation of the ſecond Reaſon grounded 
upon the Defectiveneſle of the Articles, their Argument muſt 
run thus. Wha:ſoever is defeltive is in a Neveſſity of bemg reformed. 
The Doftrme ' contained in the 349, Articles is defett;ve. Therefore 
the Dottrine contained in the 39, Articles is in a Neceſſity of being 
reformed. | 
IT which T auſwer, thar they have not expreſs'd the Major 
Propoſition, much leffe haye they brought any-Reaſon to ſhew. 
the truth of it ; and that iris, in the ſenſe.in-which they under. 
ſtand it, untrue, is'molt certain, -For it is not Necceſlary to re- 
form any one or more Doctrines, onely for this reaſon, becauſe 
they are not all Doctrines, Nor is any thing in it ſelf therefore 
falſe or evil, becauſe. there is fomething elſe beſide ittrue or: 
good.. "Their Argument is the ſame with, this, Thatto which. 
any thing may be added muſt be reformed. : Bat to- the Publique Do«. 
rine of the Church ſomething may be added. Therefore that De- 
frine which is profeſſed muſt be r:formed. "They tnay as well in- 
ferre a Neceſlity of reforming the Goſpel of $, Jſatthew,. be- 
cauſe there may be ſomerhing added to the Relations contained, 
in it out of the Relations contained in the other Golpels: and 
thus every Evangelical Harmony would be aReformation of 
_ eachEvangpeliſt. There is a large diffexence berween Addition 
and Reformation. A defect p—_ the Neceſlity of one, nat. 
of the'other. Were therefore that proved:by them which is, ex; 
prefled,ir would no way. inferrethe Coneluſzon;;becaule that 15. 
not proved whickis implied fair the illation of, jt, and without 
which the Concluſion cannorfolow.. Forif itbe.notNeceſla-. 
ry that whatſoever is Defective ſhould be. Reformed,, then he 
which'proves onely-rhat any Doctrine is defective, by, want of 
Addition of other Doctrines-twir,doth:nor goue rhatthe Do 
ctrinetowhich rhe Addirion thould be: made, muſt.of Neceſs 


Doctrine of the Church of England. 
Fhereforel ſhould anſwer no more then this ro eicher of 
Ftheir Arguments,what hath been already faid were tufficient to 

ſhew,thar there is no Reaſon produced 1n that Book which doth 
or can prove the Neceflity of a Reformation of rhe Doctrine 
of the Churchof England., Bur to give yer fuller Satisfaction, 
& to leave nortiing unan{wered which hath the leaſt appearance 
of Oppoſitioti : I ſhall endeavonr to occurre to all Particulars 
Thich tha ſeem to inferre the Doubtfulneſle of the Doctrine, 
or the Defect o. the Articles : omitting nothing which can be 
' - broughtoutof that Diſcourſe to prove either. - 
* Tnrelation to the Firſt, it is moſt certain that the two former 
- Paragraphs concern only the Lepal Eſtabliſhment, and rhere- 
fore ali be confidered and refuted in thy ſecond General Con= 
cluſion. "The 3. ps i only reciteth part of the Declaration 

t 


* 


_ of x0 Carol x, prefixe to the Articles, aud that is there re- 


them to that purpoſe 1 ſhall examine, and clearly ſhew that is 
of no Validity to prove the doubtfulneſſe of the Publique Do- 
ctrine. | 
"The firſt ſad conſequence, as they call it, ſpeaks only of bar- 
ring the Miniſters from liberty to interpret the Articles, which 
1s certaitily fat from proving the donbrfulneſle of them :'for the 

nterpretation may .be prohibited as needleſle, becauſs of the 
Certainty, Ev.dence, and Perſpicuity of the Doctrine. As for 
the N.torues truth mentioned by them, whether it be a zruth, or 
whether it be notor:oxs,. if is equally nnconcerned in this proof, 
and Iy prove the Doubrfulnefſe :of the Publique Doctrine as 


' Thelecond [ailconſequente, preſenteth nothing anche fame 


omplaint of wantof Liberty to expound the Articles _—_ 
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to a certain-Particular Doctcine contained in the x6, 
which is, Not every deadly ſin willingly. committed afier Baptiſn# 
is fin againſt the Holy Ghoſt, Now certa.nly this is in it je!f a 
moſt jound,certain,infallible, plain, and peripicuous Doctrine, 
and being ſo, the want of liberty to incerpret one retm of it, 
deadly fin,cannot render it. Doubtfull, For jntorpret it which 
. way you will,cither ſay all ſing are deadly,or'ay all fins are not 
deadiy, it will be equally true, that Every dead!y ſinis not the ſin 
againſt the Holy Ghoſt. - In the like manner , Whether we ma 
Fa from grace totally and finally, or whether we cannot Gall 
from grace totally-and finally, which hath been a. grear doubt; 
without any queltion,'.{jter we hav? received the Holy Ghoſt we 
may dep1t from. gre 9:24; Of that there hath neycr-hecn an 
cueſtion. And ſo this Exception no way inferres che Dowbrful. 
neſs of the DoQtrine, but rather gives a Teſtimony of the grear 
W:ſedome and Moderation of the. Church, which in Points 
doubrfull and controverted,harh. proj ouaded. onely rliat which. 
with.no ſober man can; be; matter i doubtor-ſubje& of Con- 
EO... - - I 


. The:ihird ſad conſequence addeth nothing to the former Ob. 

jection,but onely a new Particular of the 20. Article in which 
their Liberty of: Interpretation. is abridged.: whereas the Ar- 
icle it ſelf tzkos away noſuch liberty ;, neither doch ig become 
the: moxe-doubtfuit by any ſuch liberty being taken away by 
yirtue of His Majeſtics Declaration. For whether the Church be 
taken for the (hurch Catholick , or whether it be takenfor the 


he reprgnant to another. Whuch is the fecal Doctrinal Propo- 


fition 


Oo 


re of the Church of England. 
IJpounded in the 20. Article, and that, howſoever they . 


ould endeavour to interpret it, moſt indubitable, OE 
The fourth ſad conſequence preſenterh the ſame obje&ion of 
want of liberty to expound the 34. Article ; which is there<. 
fore inſiſted upon, becauſe they conceive they haye found « 
ſtrange expreſſion in it, and chey cannot underſtand how « Trad. 

' (ion maybe ſaidto be ordained. This is the firſt ObjeQtion brought 
by them agaiuſt any Part of the DoErine contained in any 
Article ; neither is the Objection properly againſt the Matter, 
but onely againſt the manner of .Speech. And yet they were 
forced to murilate the Article, before they could raiſe this ob. 
jection againſt it, For thus they print the words, Whoſoever... 
doth openly breake the Traditions and (tremonies of the (hurch, 
whic2 be not repugnant to the word of God, and be ordained by common. 
Authority, ought to be rebuked openly, and ſo they joyn the word 
ordained both to Ceremonies and Traditions, whereas the Article 
ſpeaks plainly and diſtinQly thus, and be ordained and approved 

. by common authority, that is to ſay reſpe&ively, the (ceremonies 

. erdained, and the Traditions approved. 'T hus if they pleaſe to take 

the Acticle entire, they will be fo far from ſhewing the Do. 


&rine doubtfull, that they will not beable to find in it ſo much 
as 4 [range expreſſion. 


The fifth ſad conſequence ſeemeth mach more to thepurpoſe 
then the former ; for here they endeayour to prove more then 
they undertook. The Deſign propounded was to ſhew the 
Doctrine doubtfull ; here they undertake to prove ir falſe. 

The Article accuſed is the 35. and the accuſation is, thar it 
teacheth, the Bookes of Homn'tes to contain a godly and wholeſome 
adofrine and neceſſary for theſe times; from whence they ſay, it 

_ will-necefſarily follow, thar he which ſubicribeth this Art.cle 
wnſt ſubſcribe 'to falſe dotirines or - aſſertions." . Thar therefore 
which the Article ſaith is godly, wholeſome and neceſſary, they ſay 
is falſe. The falſe Do&rines charged upon the Homilies are 
two. Thefirſt is pretended to be raken out of Hom 2. Of the 
place and time of Prayer. That Homily therefore is charged 
with falſe Do&rine. To which I aniwer, that the ſecond Part 


of the Homily, Of the place and time of Prayer, containeth in 
—_ C it 
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ix theſe two Dodtrines.. x. Ghriftians ought to be Jealot 
frrous to come to Chutch. 2. God ts. grieved with them who defpil 
or little regard to come to Church on the day ſet apart for Gods wor. 
F#i>. In reference to each of theſe the Article ſays yery true, 
that this Homily containes 4 gedly and wholeſome doftrine, ard 
neceſſary for theſe times ; and I can hive him whoſoever ſabſcri. 
| beth ir, ſhall ſubſcribe -in this to no falſe Dottrine or aſſertion, 
The words which they afhxe to this Homily, and in regard of 
which they charge-it with falſehood, are theſe 3 Phuralities 0 
wives was by Special Prerogative ſuffered: iz the Fathers of the Old 
Teſtament, not for ſatisfring their caraall and fleſhly luſts, &c. But 
it were very ftrange if theſe words ſhould be produced in: the 
Homily to- prove the necefft:y of 2 place and tne of Prayer 3 
certainly the Church would ſet no {ych exaraple roextraya- 
pant preaching. - Indeed there are no fuck words in that Ho- 
mily ; and the miſtake 1s ſo plain, that I cannot lee how 4j- 
wers Miniſters in ſundry Counties could poſſibly concurre in 
But though the words objected be not found inthat Homily - 
by them mentioned, yet they niay be in anorher, and fo I con= 
feſle they are, and that inrhe page by them cited, which makes 
the miſtake the more remar able. But the Homuly in which. 
they are found, is. .4n »formarion for them wiich take offence at 
certain places of the Holy Scripture ; and the onely Doctrine 
which that Homily undertakerh to defend is, that the people 
eveght to read the Scriptares, which in it ſelf is piinyud true, and 
fo of no ambiguity. Now the Objection made there to this Do= 
Qrine was, that the People by reading the Scriptures were le& 
mto d:yers miſtakes ; and the Homilift in Re” amb this Ob- 
jetinendeayours to. pans miſinterpretations of ſome ſcrip- 
rares, particularly ſuch as taupht that the godly Fathers 3ad my 
wrues and concubines : the words then objeQedare but an Expolt- 
tionof the Cuſtome of the Patriarchs in anſwer to an obje- 
&ion-raiſed apainſt the Doctrine propounded and aflerted ; and. 
therefore though the Reaſon: of the- Expoſition. were not pro- 
| per, the DoQrineis n= ver the lefle true, never the more doubt- 
tall ; and fo long as that is true; as certainly this a” > 
bes ia 


Fought to read the Scriptures, is moſt true, the Article bind- 
eth to no falſe Dodrine in reference to this Homily, wherr it 
ſaith # containeth a godly and wholeſome deftrine, and neceſſary for 
theſe times. mL | 

The ſecond Objection is taken out of the Homily of -Almes. 
deeds, the ſecond part, 'The Deſign of which Part of the Ho- 
mily is to ſhew, How profitable it is for a man to exerciſe him- 


ſelf in Almeſdeeds; and particularly it proveth, that to be wer 


Sifull and charitable 15 a means to keep a ſoul clean mm the ſight of God. 
Which parc of the DoErine is grounded thereon Zeke x1. 4.x. 
Give almes of ſuch things as you have, and beholdall things are cleax 
wnto you : and. being thus ſtated and confirmed, for a. further 
illuſtration or enlargement, the Homily praceedcth to accu- 
mulate Authorities: in which accumulation if any prove im- 
proper, it cannot make the Doctrine falſe or doubtfull : and 
that is {till plainly true which the Article holds forth, even in 
reference to the Homily of 4lmeſdeeds, that it comaineth a godly 
«nd wholeſome dottrine,and neceſſary for theſe times. | | 
The ſixth fad. conſequence, preſenteth the Dwucens Majeſty as 
having the chief power in the Realme- of England, and raiſeth a 
ſtrong doubt whether the 3 7. Article intend any power to any 
other perſon beſide Queen Elizabeth. Bur certainly the Kings 
Maj ell hath the ſame power in his Dominions,that the Queens 
Majeſty had in her Dominions ;- there is no difference in refe- 
rence to the Scx, or if there were, it- is not probable that, the 
weaker ſex ſhould have the ſtronger power. The Article hath 
expreſle reference to the Queens Injunttons, let forth inthe year 
15 59-andrhoſe InjunQtons take particular care, that no other 


' det), allegiance, or bond ſhould be required to the Queen, ther 


was acknowledzed to be dye to the maſt ngble Kings of: famous memory, 


. King Henry the Eight, her. Maj efties Fagher, or King Eaward the 


- Magfſtrates, and the words.ryn.thus,. Where: we attribute io the 


Sixt,her Majeſties Brother. The words of the Article it ſelf uf 
Kciently declare that the Doctrine contained in. it | 
all the Kings as Kings. The Title. in Generall is of che Cpl 


4 - 


> Ducens HMajeſtythe chief governtent,we 7 re to or Princes, Co 


C 


- ſhewing that what zliey gaye mt 


er, they gave toall.the Kings 
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of England. Which will appear more plainly ont of the® 


Latine Copy printed in the time of Queen E!:z. in the year 
1563. read and approved by the Queen, che words whereof are 
theſe, Cym Regie Majeſtati ſummam gucernationem trib8imus , 
quibus ti:ults intelligumus animos quorundum calumniatorum offendi, 
non dams Regibus neſtris aut verts Dei aut Sacramentcrum admi- 
niſtrationem, 8c. Being therefore the Article expreſſely men- 
tioneth and concerncth the Kings of England, as they are the 
K.ngs of England, the mention of the Ducens Majeſty 
in the Article can make tte Doctrine no more doubrful] ; 
then it doth our allegiance in that Oath which was made 
x. Etz. where the Heires and: Succeſſors of the Queen are to 
appoint who ſhall accept the Oath,the words of which are, that 
the Daucens Highneſſe is the onely _— Governour of this Rea'me. 
But I hope the Heirs and Succeſſors of Queen El:7abeth did ne- 
ver appoint that: Oath to be taken in the name of the ©wcens 
Highneſſe, but intheir own, 1 therefore earneſtly deſire not 
onely that dwvers Min ſters of ſundry Counties, but thart all the 
Miniſters of all the Counties in England, wou'd acknowledpe 
and confeſle that it is the ma ee. Doctrine of our Church, 


that to the Kings of Erng/and their Heirs and Succeisors the chief 
government of all Eſtates whether they be Eccleſiaſtical or civil in all 
canſes doth appertain, as the 37. Article expreſseth it. 
Thelaſt-/ad conſequence doth no way touch the preſent Ar- 
ticles, and CORY doth not prove them doubrfull, bur 


onely ſnggefteth fears and jealouſies, that if the Kings Decla- 
'ration ſhould Prat"; we ſhould * ave no ſetl:d ur fixed De 
_ctrine of the Church of England at all, It feemeth very ſtrange to' 
me that King Charles of blefsed memory ſhould be ſuſpe cred 
- of unſetling the Church, who died rarher than te would make 
' any alteration init ; and left this as a Maxime to His Son, that 
- Has Fixation in matters of Religion will not be more neceſſary for His 
- Sowls then His Kingdoms Peace. It were very ſtrange if His 
- Declaration ſhould threaten any alteration in the Doctrine of 
_ the Church, when thoſe very words wt ich they: cire out of it 
'as 3 cauſe of their fears, give the gjeateſt aſsurance imaginable 
' of the continuance and perpetuity of that which is —_ 


—— 


Doctrine of the Church of England. "13 
"Ietled. For theſe are the exprefſe words fo mnch feared and 
impugned by them, The Biſhops and (ergy, from time to time, in 
(9nvgcatio.n, upors their humble deſire ſhall have licence under our 
broad Seal, ts delwerate of and to doe all. ſuch things, 4s being made 
plain by them and aſſened unto by Us, ſhall concern the ſetled con. 
trance of the Dottrine aud Diſciple of the (hurch of E. :oland 
oy eſtabliſhed 5 from which we will not endure any var 1619 OT GepuTrt— 
ing in the leaſt degree. What can be a greateraſſurance of a | ered 
'and 4 fixed dottrine in che Church 2 what words can more ſatis 
faorily prevent all alterations of the Publique profeſſion of 
faith? rhe whole power promiſed tothe Biſhops was onely for 
- *the ſetled continuance of the Doftrne and Diſciplne then eſtabliſhed ; 
the Dodtrine then eſtabliſhed is acknowledged by the fame 
Declaration to be that which is contained 1n the Arrtic'e: : the - 
Biſhops then were never to have any power from the King to 
'makeany alteration in the Doctrine of the Articles : and if any 
ſhould ſuſpe& the Biſhops had a deſign, or wouid eyer attempt 
- to alter the Doctrine in any particular, we were ſutficientiy 
' afſured, they ſhould never have power to effeCt it, by the word 
of a King, who ſaid of the doctrine eſtabliſhed, From which 
we will not endure any Var jimg or _— mthe leaſt degree. 

Thus haveI liferche the ſeyen ſad conſequencer, ſo farre as 
they haye in themany the leaſt ſhew of proof of the Doubtful. 
neſſe of the Publique Do&rine, For the reſt of this part of 
- the Diſcourſe pretending to prove the Publique Dodtrine 

- Donbrfull, it confiſterh in an Anſwer ro an Objection, whi.h 

- "Anſwer of it ſelfe makes clearly unneceſſary ant of none effet, 

' all which hach been ſaid by them againſt theDeclararion of the 

King of blefſed memory. "The Objef&ion is, Toe Kings De- 

' claratios is no Lay, and. may be taken away. "The Anſwer which 

' they give is, that this will ſignify age: =p Afinſters be ſtill tyed ;0 

 Su-ſcription. If this be trae, to what purpoſe werethole ſad 

' Grnſequences drawn from the Kings Declaration? Forif the ra- 

: 4 nz it aw iy w:ll py nothing of good, then the continning 

of ircan ſignify nothing of evil: for if it did, the remoying of 
-thateyil would be good. _ | _ ; 

- Theceffofthac Anſwer is ſpent in arguing againſtthe Judoe- 

—- | mcnt 
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ment of two Eminent Lawyers, which, becauſe it hath no ret 
tion to the Doubrfulneſſe of the Doarine, I may very well. 
omit, and conctude with them, Ti-us much of the doubrfeulreſſe 


0 
the Articles, which they haye much pretended, no way \7%odo 
ſcarce endeavoured. on 


As for the ſecond Part of their charge, the Defe&Riveneſle 
of the Publique DoErine, they endeayour to proye it by three 
ſeverall Arguments. The Firlt 1s brought from the 6. Article, 
the onely Article of all the 39. accuſed by them of defe& in it 
ſelf. Their Objection is this, The Arrcle # defeftive m the nat 
enumerating all the Books of the New Teſtament. And my An- 
{wer is plainly this, Though the Article doe not enumerate all, 
or any of the Books of the New Teſtament, yet the Dodrine 
of this Article is not defective ; and my Reaſon is, becauſe the 
Article deſcribes them as well as if it did enumerate them, ſo 
that any man may reſt as much ſatisfied with the Deſcripti- 
on as with the Enumeration, As for Example, the Council of 
Trent doth enumerate .all the Rooks of rhe New-Teſtament by 
name, Sels. 4. rhe Church of Eng/and not following that Coun- 
cil expreſſerh her ſelf otherwiſe, ſaying, All the Books of the 
New Teſtament, as they are commonly recerved, we doe receive and 
a:count them Canonicall, Now . all the Books named in the 
Council of Trent,are commonly received, or they arc not : if they 
be nat commonty received, then I confeſſe the Article may be 
thought defeRtive, but this, T ſuppoſe, our Brethren will ngt 
ſay, or if they doe, it is a known untruth : if they beall com- 
monly received, then hath our Article leftnone out in her deſcri- 
ption, more then they haye in their enumeration. If they did 

_or.could name any one Book, which they could proveto belong 
to the New Teſtament, and yet is not commonly received, then 
they might charge the Article with. defe&, for it wou!d want 
that Book ſo named and yet not received.. But if they can 
name no. Book of the New Teſtament which is not conmanty 
recerved, then the Article containeth every Book of the New 
Teſtament which can be named ; and if it contain all that can be 
named, it muſt contain all chat can be.enumerared, and conls- 

_ quently. it cannot be defefive in thengt enymerating. . Where- 


fore 
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FSre I entreat our Brethren the Miniſters of ſundry Counties, 
that they will not preferre the Council of Trent before the 

Articles of our Church, where nothing materiall can be 0bjeR- 
ed to either. 


As for the doubts which haye been in the Charch of the Epi- ; 


ftles of S. mes, and the ſecondof S. Peter, they make nothing 
againſt this deſcription : for though rhey haye been doubted of, 
yet they are now commonly received, andthe Article embra- 
ceth all as they are commonl; received, referring to the time in 
which the Articles were penn'd, not to the age before Exſebirs 
wrote the Hiſtory of the Church, and the Differences about 
the Scriptures. Now at this timerthe Church of Roxze had de- 
clared and enumerated all the Canonical! Books of the New 
Feſtament, the Church of' Eng/and upon the Reformation: did 
no way differ fromthe Church of Rowe in this Particular, but 
had in irs Practice received and uſed all the ſame Books, and 


therefore necded no other way to denote them then by the Books 


of the New Teſtament commonly recerved. Where there was a 

ifference between our Church and theirs, there,to make good 
the Reformarion,it was neceſſary to enumerate the Books, be- 
cauſe thedifference could not be otherwiſe known ; and there- 
fore we have in reference ro the O:d Teſtament a Catalogue of 
the Canonicall Books, and another of the Apocryphall : but 


where there was difference neither with them nor among our | 


felves, there ſuch an Expreſſion as might acknowledge the con- 
fenr, and no way prejudice the truth, was thought moſt roper. 
In the Article made in the time of King E4yard 6. in No year 
x552. printedby R:chard Grafion 15,5 3.;there was neither de- 
ſcription. nor exumeration of anv Books of the Holy Scriptures: 


and therefore it. is hard meafure that the Church, in the. ays of 


ueen E/izaleh 15.62; adding an enumeration of the Books. 
_ of theOid Teſtawent,and a wg wg of thoſe of the New.. 
for the ſapplyingof a ſuppoſed defeR, ſhouid be accuſed as de- 
ive © — 
-: The ſecond Argument to prove the DefeQiveneſle of the 


Publique Doctrine is, chat There are no Articles for diſ covering 


and cadenmine fundrypoims of Popery, To which my Anſwer 


& 
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is, Thatif they meane no more then that which will diſco 
a man to be a Pap.ſt, there is abundantly ſufficient contained in 
the Articles to diſcoyer any man. For we may aſſure our ſelyes 
the Church of Rome will admit no manto their Society, who 
ſhall be ready to ſubſcribe our Articles. This therefore, as to 
fuch a Diſcovery,can be no reall Dete&, becauſe we can need no 


more then what is enough. - | | 

Buc if the Articles d.d want ſome Do@rines for the Diſco. 
very of Popery (which they doe not, ) yet thoie which our Bre- 
thren mention cannot be wanted for that purpoie, They ſignify 
a defect of ſuch Tcnets as are oppoſite to thoſe of rmmnins, 
and think rhat they, if they were 1etled, would d.ſcover Pope- 
ry. Whereas it is moſt evident that the deniall of the Do- 
&rincs contrary to thoic of Arminizs is no good or ſound way 
to diſcoyer a Papiſt. If the Church of Exgiand bad found out 
no other way to diſcover a Romanſt, then the denying of Ar- 
ce Ale would ſuddenly be Popiſh Prieſts now to po{- 
ſeſſe mine and all your Benefices. I look upon the Dominican 


Friers to be as great enemies of Armianiſme as I or you are, and 


yctto be as much Papiſts as any are. I ſuppoſe no man thinks 
a Predeterminant or a fanſeman to be inclining to an Armiian, 


and yet *tis probable that the Major part of the Papiſts are of 
thoſc Opinions, I therefore conclude, as a moſt eyident and 
infallible truth, that the Artic:es are not defective in the way of 
diſcoycring Popery or Papilts, for that reaſon. onely becauſe 
they haye not tufficicntly expreſs'd themſelves againſt {ray 
nianſ{me. | | 
The third Argument endeayouring to prove the DefeQivye- 
neſſe of the Publ:que NoCtrine is an enumeration of ſeyerall 
Common-places in Diviniry, not comprehended in the Arti- 
cles. For ſo they argue, Thoſe Articles contain nothing of the 
Creation, of Providence, Fall of man, &c. and theſe they urge 
thus, All which the Scripture teacheth, and that as iicceſſ..ry; as 
——_ by the comprizi1g moſt of them in the Apoſiles Creed, To 
which I anſwer, That this Argument containeth in it cwo Ob- 
jections, neither of which can be made good ; and yet if both 
were.true, they conld not proye that whuch they untend, 20 


ie Doftrine of the Church of England? 


; | fGrſtpartof the Argument aſferts,; 'That' the Articles contain ne- 
thing of the Creation, Providence, and the relt of 'the DoQtrines 


enumerated, at leaſt 20.. in number. . Which is a manifeſtun. 


truth : For it cannot be ſaid that the- Articles coma nathineof 


the Creation, when the firſt Article teacheth us thar God is che 
Maker of all things Viſible and Inwifible: How can it betrue that 


.. the Creation is comprized mn the Apoſtles Creed, as they ſay, and 


not in the Articles , when the words. of the Article, ſpeak as 
expreſlely of it as the Creed > .It cannot -be:ſaid. that the Arti- 
cles comain nothing of the fall of man, when the xo. Article be- 
gins thus, The condition of man after the Fall of Adam is ſuch, 
and then goeth on to exprefle the condition of man fallen, It 
cannot be ſaid, that the Articles: contain nothmy - of- Sin ,-or. the 


| Puniſhment of ſin, when the 9. Article giveth: a full.Deſcriprion 
of bony cog Sin, which is it {elf a fin, andthe fountain'of-all 
_ other fins ; when the x5, Article ſheweth Chriſt alone-ro be 


without ſm , and fin to-be in every one beſide him: when the 


- I6, Article treateth of the natureof. ſin afier Baptiſame. * When 


- .- the ſecond Homily (whoſe dodrine-is approved by the Arti- 


. cles) treateth at-large of the miſery of alk mankind, and: of his con- 


- 


 demmationto deatheverlaſting by his own ſm. It cannot be ſaid that 


the Articles containnothing of Effeftual gre dag the x >.Ar- 


. ticle treating of Predeftinationto kfe,hath theſe words, Wherefore 


they which be endued with ſo excellenta benefit of. God, be called ac- 
cording to. Gods. parpoſe by hes: Spirit working: in:- aye -ſeaſon, they 
through grace. obey the-:ralling, they: be- juſtified freely; they-be made 
ſons of God by adoption; 8&c. ; Certainly this is. an Efettnall Cal- 


- ling, and that with ſomething of-:Adoprion. : It, cannor be ſaid, 
the Articles contain nothing of: Faith, when the 4. Homily, (the 
-D@&rine whereof. is confirmed by the Articles) treateth ſolely 


thereof, according to the Title, 4 ſhort Declaration of. the 


. 1546; lively, and Chniſtian Eaith.. Much leſfe.canir ibe ſaid, :they 
* containnothing of Repentance; when the. 19., Homily intituled of 


- Repentance, 1s;expreſſely named Article 3 5.;and the DoQrine 
- acknowledged; which Homily treaterh, egely of - thatſubje&t 
- In.thrce Parts::;; ItcannotbeJajd-rh 


a Antteles uontain, vothing-of 


the Law, when the. 7 Article-(prakethof:the fate: of-thoſe 
Ss D 


which 
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- which lived under the, Law, of the ceffation of the Cereme 
niall and Judiciall Law, and the continued obligation of the 
Morall Law. From theſe and others.which 1 mighr yet men- 

_ tion it appeareth, that it is not juſtly charged upon the Arti. 
_= that they contain nothing of the DoErines enumera- 
Ted, 

As for the other part pretending a Neceſlity of adding or 
inſerting thoſe DoQrines or Heads of Divinity, becauſc taught 
as they fay, by the Scriptures as Neceſſary, which they prove 
onely thus, becaule, as they fay, it appears by the comprizing moſt 
of them 1m the Apoſiles Creed, To this I anſwer, Firſt, that it can- 
not pofſibly appear thereby. For granting that moſt of them 
were comprized:n the Apoſtles Creed : granting that whatſoeyer 
is comprized im the Apoſiles Creed, is taught by the Scriptures as 
weceſſary : yet it no way followeth that the other Heads or 
Common-places not comprized in the Creed are taught by the 
Scriptures as neceſſar;y. For no Doctrine in the Creed can tranſ- 
ferre the Neceſſity of it to another which is not in the Creed ; 

-orif it can, it muſt be by a Neceſſary conſequence from it or- * 

- Dependanceof ir. But:if any one ſhould argue thus, the Do. 

- rine of Creation is comprized in the Creed, from whence it is 

- efteemed as neceſſary, therefore the DoAtrine of Liberty of Con- 
ſcience, which. is not contained in the Creed, muſt be equally 

eſteemed as neceſſary : the Doctrines of the Reſwrre&#:on and the 
Laft Tudgment are neceſſary, as contained inthe Creed, therefore 

the Podtrines of Marriage and Church-diſciplme are neceſſary, 
which are not contained in it. I ay, if any one ſhould argue 
thus, a man with modeſty might deny the Conſequence, If 
therefore moſt of the DoQtrines mentioned were comprized in 
the Apoſtles Creed, yet it followeth not that all the reſt were 
Neceflary. 
| Sedly I anſwer by a flat denyall, The moſt of thoſe Do- 
Arines mentioned are not comprized in the Apoſtles Creed. 
Which thas 1 make good. The Dodrines mentioned, as not 

_ arall contained in the Articles are theſe. x. Creation. 2. Provi- 
ence. 3. Fallof man. 4. Sin. 5. Puniſhment of {in. 6. God's 

| Covenants. 7, Effettuall calling. $. Adoption. 9. — 

; SOOT: | ” IO, Fath. 


IP 


AD 


The Doffrine of the (hurchof England! ' © 
x0. Faith. 11. Repentance. 12. Perſeverance. 13. Law of God. 
14. Chriſtian Liberty, and Liberty of Conſcience. 15. Sabbath or 
Lords day. 16. Marriage and Divorce. x7. Communion of 
$a'r.ts. 18. Charch-government and Diſcipline. 19. Reſurrettzen. 
20. The Laſt Judgment. Which are in number 20.ar the leaſt. 
But the -zft part of thele are not comprized in the Apoſtles 
Creed, except four or five be the moſt part of 20, © 
I anſwer Thirdly, that ir ſeems to me a very ſtrange Obje- 
Ction, to ſay that moſt of theſe Dofrines are comprized in the 
Apoſtles Creed, and — of them contained in the Articles ; 
when the Apoſtles Creed irſelf is contained in the Arricles, and 
two Creeds more, which haye been generally looked upon as 
the Expolitions of that Creed. For theſe are the words of rhe 
8. Article, The three Creeds, Nice Creed, Athanaſins Creed, and 
that which ts commonly called the Apoſiles Creed,ought throughly to be 
received and believed. i bh T7 
Bzing then ſeverall of thoſe Dofrines are contained in the 
Articles, being they are no otherwiſe proved to be neceſſary 
then becauſe they are comprized in the Creed, being farre the- 
major part of them are not to be found in the Creed, being 
all which are in the Creed muſt be contained in the Articles 
which contain the Creed it ſelf, T-therefore conclude the 
third Argument doth no way prove that the- Articles are de. 
fective. - oo | 
Apain,being there are no more then theſe three Arguments 
brought to eyince the Defectiveneſle, and all rheſe are anſwer- 
ed, being I have formerly ſhewed the invalidity of thoſe which 
pretended to .prove the Doubtfulnefie of our Doctrine, being 
| there is no-other Topick ufed befide theſe two of the Doubt- 
fulneſſe and DefeCtiveneſle of the Articles, to prove the Ne- 
ceflity of a Reformation, I therefore ſtick to my firſt Conclu- 
fion, There « no Neceſſity of a Reformation of the Publique Do- 
 frineof the Church of England, —\  . _T 
Having thus vindicated the DoEtine-in it ſelf, we ſhall now 
conſider bo what Authority it is. eſtabliſhed ; having ſhewed 
that it wanteth notany Reformation, we will enquire whether 
it ſtand in necd of any Confirmation, Certain 1t-is, that the 
D2 Publique 


No. Neceſsity of Reforming. 
' PubliqueDottrine of the Church of England. is reputed to be 
eſtabliſhed by Law.z but divers Miniſters of ſundry {ounties 
tell us, that though it be repwted, yet indeed it is not ſo eſtabliſh- 
ed. | | 
To make way for as clear a Determination of this Queſtion 
as I can, I ſhall ſhew-all the ways by which the Articles of our' 
Church have been confirmed,and then conſider upon the whole, 


whether it amount to a Le Confirmation or no. 


Thefirſt Articles of Religion framed ſince the Reformation 


were made in the Raignof Edyard the ſixth, inthe year 15 52. 
the Authority which they had was from the King, and from rhe 
Clergy. This appeareth by the- Engliſh Edition, ſer forth by 
Fohn Day, wit h this Title, Articles a greed #pon mn the (,onvoca- 
zion,and publiſhed by the Kings Majeſty, and more fully by rhe 
Eatine Edition, ſet forth by Kenold Wolfe, with this Title, Arti- 
cul; de quibrs in Synodo Londinenfi, Anno Dom. M. D. LIL. ad tol- 
lendam upimonum diſſenſionem & conſenſumwers Religionts firman- 
dum inter Epiſcopos & aliss eruditos viros convenerat.” Regia Amthos . 
ritate 3n Iucem editi. Which is alſo prefixed in Fohn Day's Engliſh 
Edition before the Catechiſme,publiſhed at the ſame time with 
the Articles, and.in- the Engh/ſb Edition of Richard Grafton ſer- 
forth by it ſelf; all which were printed in the ſame year, viz, 
I553+- Thus farre they went-in the beginning of the Refor- 
mation, and this was the Authority which thoſe Articles had ; 
and that might be ſufficient; if no more were thought neceflary. 
Theſame Articles of Religion, (with ſome alterations) in 
the Reviviſcency of the Reformation, in the days of Queen 
El7abeth, were-again Ratified by the Authority of the Queen, - 
and'of . the Clergy, as appearethiby the Engl Edition, ſer forth 
by Richard fuggeand fohn- (Aawoed, whole title: is this. ARTI- 
CLES whereupeni was agreed by the Arch-biſhops and Biſhaps of both 
the Provinces, and the whole (ergy im the (onvocation holden at Lon- 
don, » the year of our Lord God, M. D. LXII. according to the 
Computation of, the: (hnrch of England, for th avoyding of the di- 
uerjgies.of opinions, aud_ far. the  eſtablſhing, of conſent touching 
true Religion... Pu, forth bythe Ducens Anthoraty. A Latme Title 
tothe {ame cffe& is prefixed to-the: ſame Articles of = Lone 
FR og w ion 


_ 
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The Dodtrine of the Church of England, 
Edition by Renold Wolfe, with this addition concerning the 
Queens Authority at the Concluſion, Ozibus onmibits Ariiculis 
Sereniſſtma Prmceps Elizabeth, Det gratia Angle, Francie & Hi- 
bernie Reviva, Fidei Defenſor, 8c. per ſeipſam duligenter prins lettis 
& examma!is Reginm ſunm afſenſurs prebuit. Thus did the 
continue far above cight years, as they conceived ſufficiently 
confirmed and eſtabliſhed. . | 

The Articles thus eſtabliſhed in the year 1562. were again 
Ratified and confirmed in the year 15 71. as appeareth by two 
Engliſh Editions both {et forth the Jawe year by Richard fuege 
= 70m (awood, with the ſame Title before mentioned, and 
with this Ratification added at the Concluſfion. This 400k of 
Articles. before rehearſed 1s again approved, and allowed to be holden 
and executed within the Realme, by the aſſent and conſent of our Sove- 
raigne Laay Elizabeth by the grace of God, of England, France 

Ireland Ducen, Defender of the Faith, &c. Which Ariicles 
were diligently read and confirmed again by the ſubſcription of the 
- hands of the Arch-biſhops and Biſhops of the Upper-honſe, and by 
the ſubſcription of the whole (,1 leargy in the Neather-houſe in their 
(orvocation, in the year of our Lor God, 1571. 'The ſame Title 
and Ratification were printed with the Articles the ſame year in - 
Latine by John Day. "Thus were the Articles again eſtabliſhed 
by. the Authority of the Queen and the Subſcription of the _ 
whole Clergy in Convocation. 

. Butall theſe Confirmations, though greater were never had 
before in matters of Articles of the Church, did notwithſtand- - 
ing not amount unto a fall and formall Law, till it was thought 
fir that not onely the Arch-biſhops and Biſhops, and the Clergy 
conyened in the Conyocation ſhould ſub Goth them, but that 
the ſame Subſcription ſhould be required of all the Miniſters. 
in all places of the Kingdome, and then theſe Articles were 
confirmed by a compleate Law, that is, an A& of Parliament 
made in the ' Son year hl x.by the conſent of the Queen,Lords. 


Spirituall and Temporall, and the Commons of England, x3. 
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rence to the Confirmation. of the Publique Dodrine is this. 
The Articles of Religion of the (hurch of England are I 


Eh7.cap.20, From. whence my Second. Concluſion in refe- 


No Neceſsity of Reforming 
_ the Lawof England. Againſt this Concluſion ſo plain and eyi: 
dent our Brethren the Miniſters of fundry Counties have made 
ſome ObjeCions, but very ſhort, conta.ned in their two firſt 
Paragraphs, rhe firſt of which is this. 7Ur appears not that they 
were all or any of them confirmed oy Parlament in the x 3. of Eli, 
forajmuch as they are not therein expreſſely inſerted, nor ſo mach as 
their number, bat onely the Title-page of them mentioned. Nur i it 
known whe;1 the Originall ts inrolied. For the Afſertion itſelf con. 
tained in the firſt words of this Paragraph, 1: appears not that 
they were all or any of them confirmed by Parliament in the 13, of 
Et. 1 ſhall evince the contrary, firſt ad homnes, roving out of 
their own words that they were confirmed, which apainſt them 
is ſufficient, In their Anſwer to the QbjeQtion that the Kings 
Declaration may be laid aſide, they urge that there is a neceſſit 
of repealing that branch of the Att ſo farre as it concerneth / #4 
ſcription : But there can be no Necefhity to repeal that branch of 
the Act, if neither all nor any of the Articles be confirmed by 
that Act, for the Subſcription required by thar Act, is expreſs'd 
to be « Subſcription to che ſaid Articles and no other. Apain,they 
argue thus apainit the Subſcription : There is no more Neceſſity 
for Miniſters to ſubſcribe thoſe Articles which that Att confirmes, 
then there ts for others to ſuoſcribe to all other Atts of Parliament 
which doe concern them. In which words they plainly confeſſe 
that the Act confirmes the Articles : and certainly whatſoeyer 
is confirmed by an Act of Parliament, is eſtabliſhed by Law. 
Apain,theſe are their plain and formall words. The Statute doth 
require belief of every one of theſe Articles, when it enjoynes uot onely 
Swbſcription, but an aſſent unto thens, pumſhng all with Deprivation 
that ſhall affirm and maintain any Dottrine repugnaut to them. Now 
if it be true thar the Srature doth require behef of every one of theſe 
Articles, How can it be alſo true,that neither all nor any of 
them is confirmed by that Statute ? Theſe two Afertions are 
ſo different and contradictory, that they may well be pend in 
ſundry (ounties, as well as by divers Miniſters. | 
© Secondly, that the Articles were confirmed by the Act of 
the x3. of Ekz. will thus appear. The Act begins thus, That 
the (burches of #he Ducens MM ajeſties Donanions may be (t "__ - 
aſiors 
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' Paſtorsof ſound Religion, be it enafted by the Authority of this pre- 
ſent Parliament, 8&c. Either therefore ſomething is ctablifhcd 
concerning Religion in thar Act, ornothing. It you fay, no- 
thing, then firſt you charge the Parliament with folly, to make 
an Act for eſtabliſhing nothing : Secondly, you make their 
determinations no way correſpondent to their intentions : for 
they make this Actto the intent that the (}xerches might be ſerved 
with Paſtors of ſound Religion, whercas the Act itſelf, you ſay, 
eſtabliſheth no Religion, If the Act did eſtabliſh ſomething 
in Religion, then ir either eſtabliſhed the Articles, or ſomething 
beſide the Articles. But it is molt plain, that iteſtabliſhed no- 
thing in Religion beſide the Articles, therefore it mult be art laſt 
confels'd that it eſtabliſhed the Articles. | 
Thirdly, Thoſe which are Learned in the Laws are certainly 
the beſt Interpreters of the Law, and know beſt what things 
are eſtabliſhed by Law, and what not, Amongſt them the 
Memory of Sir Edward (ke with me is moſt pap , (in re- 
. lationto himſelf while he lived,and to his Sons ſince his death) 
| and his Authority great with all. He therefore ſpeaks in this 
manner, in the fourth Part of his Inſtitutes, cap. 74. Subſcripti- 


on required by the (lergy is twofo!d ; one by force both of an Att of 
Parkament confirming and COOL the 39. Articles of Religion 


agreed upon at a ( onvocation of the { hurch of England, and ratified 
_ by Bueen Elizabeth under the Great ſeal of England. In the Opi- 
nion therefore and Language of that learned Chief Juſtice, 
the Att of Parlament doth confirme and eſtabhſh the 3 9. Articles : 
and thoſe words I oppoſe to theirs , i appears not that they were 
all or any of them confirmed by ait of Parliament. 

| Letusnow conſider the Reafons inducing them to deny this 
Legall Confirmation; which ſeem in the forecited Paragraph 
to be two. Firſt, foraſmmch as they are not therein expreſſely m- 
ſerted, nor ſo much as their number, but onely the Title-page of thens 
wxentioned. To which I anſwer Firſt, that this is the ſame Argu- 
ment which yc.u us'd againſt the Articles for notenumerari 


the Books of rhe New Teſtament ; onely here it is m 
weaker : for there it would haye ſatisfied you if the names of 


| the Books of the New Teſtament had been en 
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. the whole New Teſtament had not been inſerted in the Article ; 
but here nothing can ſatisfy but an expreſsInſertion of all which 
15 to be alta. Secondly I an{wer, that it is not materiall 
what is actually inferred to conclude what is actually to be per- 
formed. The Title of the Articles is inferted, and yet neither 
the ſo:md Religion deſigned in the Preamble, nor the Subſcription 
urged in the body of the Act, hath any reference to the Title : 
\ for there is neither any Religion contained in the Title, nor 
any Subſcription required to it. But the Articles, which are 
not inſerted, are affirmed by the Act, to concern the (onfeſſion of 
the true (hriſtian Faith, and the aſſent and [; #b{cription are required 
. unto them, 'not to the Title : Deprivation-is denounced to all 
which ſhall affirme any Dottrine drrettly comrary or repuonant to 
any of the ſaid Articles, not to the Title, We mult not therefore 
look unto what is inſerted, but what is intended, in the Act. 
If any Miniſters had. pleaded before the Lord, Chief- Juſtice 
' Wray, or (/oke, that they. were ready to ſubſcribe to the Title of 
'the Book of Articles exprefſed in the Statute, bur nor to the _ 
' Articles contained in the Book, becauſe they were notdxprefled 
in the Act, certainly they would have far'd as ill as he who ſub- 
{crib'd them with.a conditicn. | 
As for the Number of them it. is no way materiall, becauſe 
. though now they are known under the namesand number of-39. 
yet then they were not ſo. generally called. The Articles of 
Edward the {ixth were of another number, and thoſe which. 
were agrecd upon 15 62. had no number caffix'd to them, neither 
in the Enghiſbnor Larine Edition. They were not therefore then 
fo well known by their number as by their Title, and che Act 
while it rehearſeth the Title confirmeth the Book which was ſo 
-intiruled. _ LE. CO en . - 
_ . Their ſecond Reaſon. upon;which rhey deny this Legal Con- 
firmation is deliyercd in theſe words. © Nether 1s it known where 
- the Original is enrolled. To which I anfwer Firſt, that if the 
- Original Copy of the Articles had neyer beemenrolled;yet the 
::Articles themſelves: had: never been the leſfſe.confirmed's and 
-my Reaſonis, becauſe the Act taketh no noticeof the Articles 
as they.were at farſt written, but as they were at that- time a? 
7 te £ 
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ted, For thus the AQ ſpeaks, That the Churches of the Dmeens 
Hajeſties Dominions may be ſerved with Paſtors of ſound Religion, 
be it enatted by the authority of thus preſent Parhament that ever; per- 
ſon under the degree of a Biſhop..... ſhall declare his aſſent and ſub- 
ſcribe to all the Articles of Religion, which onely concern the confeſſion 
of the true Chriſtian Faith, andthe Dottrine of the Sacraments, com- 
priſed in a Book. imprinted, intituled, ARTICLES wheregpon it was 
agreed by the Arch-biſhops and Biſhops of both Provinces and the 
whole Clergy in the Convocation holden at London in the year of our 
Lord God 15 62. according to the Computation of the (hurch of Eng- 

and, for the avoiding of the diverſities of opinions , and for the 
eſtabliſhing of conſent touching true Religion, put forth by the Ducens 
Authority, Theſe Articles were agreed upon in the year x562. 
and then printed with this 'very Title, belts by us tranſcribed 
out of that Edition. In the year 15 7x. 'Thoſe Articles were 
reprinted,and then this Aﬀ was publiſhed, whetherthereforethe 
Originall wereenrolled or not enrolled, the Articles compriſed in 
the Book mprinted,and lo intituled;were confirmedby the Statute, 

I Anſwer ſecondly, that the Enrollment of the Originall is 
not ſo obſcure as they pretend. We know that there was an 

Originall enrolled, we can tell them how many pages taar 
Originall conſiſted of, eyen determinately x9. we can aſſure 
them this was depoſited with Marthew Arch-biſhop of (a#- 
terbkry, we can tell them the day when it was done, viz. the 
fifth day of Febraary in the year 1562. All which appcareth 
by the Poſtſcript printed with the Articles in Zatine in the year 
1563. by Renald Wolfe the Queens Printer, The words are 
theſe , Hos Articulos Fidei ( hriſtiane, continentes in mniver(um n0- 
venaccim paginas m autographo, quod afſervatur apud Reverend:ſ[t- 
mum in ( hriſto Patrem , Dominum Matthzum Cantuarien'em 
Archepiſcopum, totins Angliz Primatem & etropolitanum, Ar- 
chepiſcopi 3 Epiſcops utriuſque Provincie regui Angliz , im ſuc 
provincuals Synodo legitime congregati, unanimi aſſenſu recip:uit & 
profitentar, & ut veros atque Orthodoxos, manuum ſuarum ſu!;ſcri- 
ptionibus approbant, viceſſimo nono die menſis Januarii , Anno Do- 
mini, ſecundam computationens Eccleſie Anglicane, milleſimo quiv- 
genteſimo ſexageſimo ſecundo : univerſuſqiie (lerus Inferiorts domus, 


eoſacrr 


Ny Neceſiity of 'Reformms 

eoſdem ctiam unanimiter & recepit & profeſſus eſt, . ut ex manyums 
ſuarum ſnbſcriptionibus patet, cuas ob:ulit & depoſit apud eundem 
Revercadiſſimum, quinto die Februarit, Anno predifto, The Late 
Arch-biſhop giveth teſtimony to the fame in his ſpecch deli- 
yered in the Starre-chamber 7zne 14. 1637. His words are 
theſe, p. 69. 1 ſent to the Publique Records in my Office, and here 
wider my Officers hand, who 1 a Publique Notary, is returned me the 
Twentieth Article with this Affirmative Clauſe init ; And there is 
alſo the whole Body of the Articles to be ſeen, To tholc therefore 
which know the Publique Records, (unxnown perhaps to the 
Miniſters of ſundry Comnties) it is known where the Originall is 
preſery'd. And this I conceive a ſufficient Anſwer to their firſt 
Paragraph. | 

Their ſecond Paragraph to the ſame purpoſe is this, Of the 
' 39. tere were 36, of them ſet forth (yet not ratified by Parhament ) 
the otrner were added by the Convocation mn An. 1 5 62. 

As for the Parenthetis of this Paragraph, ſignifying that the 
Articles made in K. Edward 6. time were not ratified by Parlia- 
2ent, it no way oppoleth them who thinke our Articles efta- 
bliſhed by Law : becauſe no man imagines that our Articles 
were under the Conſideration of any Parliament in the Cays of 
Edward 6. | 

The other words of that Paragraph are ſomerhing dou'rfully 
penn'd, and ſeem to be capable of two ſenſes. Firlt,rhat in the 
time of Ediyard 6, there were but 36. Arrcles ſet forth. If this 
be the ſenſe of their words,they are not true. For the Articles 
agreed upon in the year x5 52. and ſer forth inthe year xy o 3, 
thar is to ſay, the Articles in K. Edivards Raigne,it you look 
upon thoſe which were printed by Kenald Wolfe in Latine, or 
705n Day in Engliſh, you will find 4.2, Heads or Contents with- 
outfigures ; if you look into the Edition of Richard Grafton, 
you will find not onely the Contents, but the numbers affixed 
tocach Article to amount to 42. Ir is not therefore true that 
in the time of Edvard 6. there were bur 36.Articlcs {er forth. 

The ſecond ſenſe of the words of that Paragraph may be 
this. That of thoſe 39. Articles ſer.forth in the days. of Queen 
Eliz, there were 36, ſet forth in theRaigne of Edward 6. And 

in 


feet forth in Edward 6. his raigne. 
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in this ſenſe their words are not true. For the 5. Article, Of the 
Holy Ghoſt,the 12. Article, Of Good works,the 29. Of the wicked 
which eat not the body of Chriſt in the uſe of the Lords Supper, and 
the 30. Of both kinds, theſe four are not to be found in the Ar.. 
ticles ſet forth in theRaigne-of Edwards. Andif 4. of the 
39. be not to be found, there cannot be 36. of the ſame 39. 
Wherefore I conclude, that T can find no ſenſe in which thoſe 
words are true ; that, Of thoſe 39, Articles there were 36.of them . 

Now being this is all which is obje&ed by them againſt the 
Legall eſtabliſhment of the Articles, being an Act of Parlia- 
ment hath-propounded the {ame Articles, as a Confeſſion of the 
true Chriſtian Faith and ſound: Religion ,. and ackno wledgeth 
any Doctrine contrary to the ſaid Articles to be untrue Doftrine, 
andupon this acknowledgmentarid publike Declaration of the 
truth of the Faith Jnd ſoundnefſe of the Religion, hath requi- 
red all Miniſters to declare their unfained aſſent t6 the ſame, upon 
pain of being deprived pſo fatto, I conclude. that the Articles 
of the Church of England are confirmed by the Law of Eny- 
land. 

And thus having anſwered all the Objections endeayouring 
to prove a Neceſſity of Reformation, or Confirmation, of the 
Publick Doctrine of our Church, I earneſtly entreat all theſe 
my Brethren in ſundry Counties to adyiſe with the more ſober 
counſels of thoſe of our Brethren who haye lately declared that 
They take it for graated that there is no difference between us in matter 
of Doftrine. | 

I ſhould have gone on to the like examination and diſcuſſion 
of the other parts of that Book concerning Worſhip, Ceremo- 
nies and Church-government ; but the Reader may judge of 
the reſt by this ; andat the preſent I ſhall forbear to interpoſe 
my private judgment further,underſtanding His Majeffy out of 
His moſt Princely care of the Church, and defire of Unity, in- 
tendeth to declare His gracious Pleaſure in divers particular 
conceſſions for the ſatisfaction of all ſober minds. . 


FINIS. 


